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(Select Document 10), in its expressed desire to create
a Jewish Homeland in Palestine, thus conflicted with
previous understandings. While it translated into
idealistic terms the insistent demands of the Zionists
which, moreover, struck a responsive chord among Chris-
tians and Jews in most parts of the world, at the same
time it fitted in very well indeed with the natural British
desire for additional protection for the Suez Canal. It
is noteworthy that even as late as the middle of 1919, the
Palestine Arahs, who make up from eighty-five to ninety
per cent of the population of Palestine, apparently were
not unfavorably disposed towards the Balfour declara-
tion. Writing to Professor Felix Frankfurter of the
Harvard Law School, who represented the American
Zionists, Emir Feisal referred to his close relations with
Dr. Weissmann, the British Zionist leader, and made this
clear statement:—"We feel that the Arabs and the Jews
are cousins in race, have suffered similar irritations at
the hands of powers stronger than themselves, and by
happy coincidence have been about to take the first step
toward the attainment of their national ideals together.
We Arabs look with the deepest sympathy on the Zionist
movement." (New York Times, March 5, 1919.)
At the Paris Peace Conference the case of the Arabs
was intrusted to Emir Feisal, who claimed to represent
officially the Hejaz and also the entire Arab military
forces of Syria, Iraq, Nejd, Hejaz and Yemen. With
Colonel Lawrence as interpreter, Emir Feisal made a
public statement at Paris on January 19, 1919 (see New
York Times), that the Arabs desired to become the
youngest independent state in Asia and to accomplish
this they were appealing to America "as the most power-
ful protector of the freedom of man." If we may depend
upon newspaper dispatches, similar views were expressed
when that remarkable Arab, the lineal descendant of the
Prophet, called on the Pope on April 25, 1919. There

